CLAIMS 



1.-4. (cancelled) 

5. (original) An integrity testing +n-a system for leak-tightness testing systems, which 
are adapted in turn for determining or testing whether a canister cann i st e r, or other 
sealed, hollow body T filled with a liquid or gas under pressure is leaky A where such leak- 
tightness testing systems employ syst e m e mp l oys creat i on of a vacuum i n a vacuum 
chamber chamb e rs and any change in pressure within the vacuum chamber is 
monitored, the integrity testing system comprising improv e m e nt which compr i s e s 
plac i ng a test body (20) adapted to removably absorb a defined amount of moistness, 
and the i n the vacuum chamber (30) of the leak-tightness testing system , 

wherein at least a portion of the test body is exposed to the vacuum chamber, 

whereby moisture is removed from the test body when a vacuum is generated in 
the vacuum chamber, the removed moisture producing a pressure increase in the 
vacuum chamber over a pre-determined time span a d e f i n e d amount of mo i stness is 
suppl ie d to the t e st body (20) in advanc e and i ncr e as e in pr e ssur e i s m e asur e d in th e 
vacuum chamber (30) . 

6. (original) The integrity testing system apparatus as recited in claim 5, wherein the 
test body (20) comprises polyamide of d e fin e d s i zo of surfac e. 

7. (original) The integrity testing system apparatus as recited in claim 5 ©, wherein the 
test body comprises polyoxymethylene (POM). 

8. (new) The integrity testing system of claim 5, wherein the pressure increase is a 
pre-specified pressure increase when the vacuum chamber is leak-tight. 

9. (new) The integrity testing system as recited in claim 8, wherein the pre- 
specified pressure increase simulates the amount of leakage that would be just 
acceptable from a leak-tight hollow body to be tested in the vacuum chamber. 
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10. (new) The integrity testing system of claim 5, wherein the vacuum chamber is 
not leak-tight when the pressure increase exceeds a pre-specified pressure increase. 

11. (new) The integrity testing system as recited in claim 10, wherein the pre- 
specified pressure increase simulates the amount of leakage that would be just 
acceptable from a leak-tight hollow body to be tested in the vacuum chamber. 

12. (new) The integrity testing system as recited in claim 5, wherein the test body is 
adapted to absorb a defined amount of moistness from the ambient atmosphere before 
being placed in the vacuum chamber. 

13. (new) The integrity testing system as recited in claim 5, wherein the test body 
can be re-used. 

14. (new) A process for the integrity testing of leak-tightness testing systems, which 
leak-tightness testing systems in turn test whether a canister or other sealed, hollow 
body is leak-tight, the process comprising: 

providing a test body, wherein a defined amount of moistness is supplied to the 
test body in advance; 

placing the test body in a vacuum chamber of a leak-tightness testing system; 

generating a vacuum around the test body in the vacuum chamber, wherein 
moisture is removed from the test body, and wherein a pressure increase is produced in 
the vacuum chamber by the moisture removed from the test body; 

measuring the pressure increase in the vacuum chamber over a pre-determined 
time span to determine if the leak-tightness testing system is leak-tight. 

15. (new) The process of claim 14, wherein the pressure increase is a pre-specified 
pressure increase when the leak-tightness testing system is leak-tight. 
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16. (new) The process of claim 15, wherein the pre-specified pressure increase 
simulates the amount of leakage that would be just acceptable from a leak-tight hollow 
body to be tested in the leak-tightness testing system. 

17. (new) The process of claim 14, wherein the leak-tightness testing system is not 
leak-tight when the pressure increase exceeds a pre-specified pressure increase. 

18. (new) The process of claim 17, wherein the pre-specified pressure increase 
simulates the amount of leakage that would be just acceptable from a leak-tight hollow 
body to be tested in the vacuum chamber. 

19. (new) The process of claim 14, wherein the test body is adapted to absorb a 
defined amount of moistness from the ambient atmosphere before being placed in the 
vacuum chamber. 

20. (new) The process of claim 14, wherein the test body can be re-used. 

21 . (new) The process of claim 14, wherein the test body comprises polyamide. 

22. (new) The process of claim 14, wherein the test body comprises 
polyoxymethylene (POM). 
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REMARKS 



Claims 5 to 22 are pending in this application. Original claims 1 to 4 have been 
cancelled. Claims 8 to 22 are new. 

Referring to 37 CFR 1 .76(d), the Application Data Sheet is controlling for most of 
the information provided to the Patent Office, including information regarding priority 
claims. Thus, inconsistent information between the ADS and the Inventor's Declaration 
is resolved by reference to the ADS, instead of the Inventor's Declaration. Since the 
Inventor's Declaration contains all the required statements, and the ADS provides the 
correct priority date, the Applicant respectfully submits that a new or supplemental 
Inventor's Declaration is not required. Therefore, the Applicant respectfully requests 
that the Examiner's objection to the Inventor's Declaration be reconsidered and 
withdrawn. 

Per the Examiners recommendations, the specification has been amended 
hereinabove. The Applicant respectfully submits that the objections to the specification 
are now moot and should be withdrawn. 

The art-based rejections essentially rely on US Patent No. 6,082,184 to Lehmann 
for a Method for Leak Testing and Leak Testing Apparatus. The critical difference 
between Lehmann and the present application is that, while the system of Lehmann is a 
leak-testing system for testing sealed containers, the system claimed by the present 
application tests for leaks in the leak-testing system itself using an intentionally leaky 
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(i.e., un-sealed) test body. Thus, the Applicant respectfully submits that Lehmann does 
not describe or even suggest the presently claimed system. 
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